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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-75 are presented for examination. Claims 76-1 1 1 have been withdrawn 
and calims 1-75 have been amended. 

2. Objection to claims 5, 18, 31 , 44, 56 and 68 is withdrawn because Applicant's 
remarks filed on 1 1/21/2005 clarified that the term "enterprise resource planning 
system" does not necessarily imply any planning system. For purpose of prior art 
rejection in this office action, this term is being construed as any resource arrangement 
system/program a company might have for running its business. 

3. The amendment filed 1 1/21/2005 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132 because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132 states that no amendment 
shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. Specifically, claims 1, 14, 
27, 40, 52 and 64 introduce a new limitation requiring that the data source from which a 
search is performed must be "other than profiles associated with a defined recipient list". 
It appears that Applicant attempts to exclude profile-related database from the 
aforementioned mentioned data sources without revealing the definition of the word 
"profile" and/or distinctly showing how a company's employee database (upon which 
Applicant solely relies) is not a collection of employee profiles. Note that the ambiguity is 
not about the "defined recipient list" because each employee database also has a 
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defined recipient list containing all the employees listed in the database; it is rather due 
to the addition of the word "profile" (which has not been used in the specification) in the 
claim language that leads to indefiniteness in the scope of the claims. (See also 
608.01 (o) "Basis for Claim Terminology in Description"). 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office action. Further, 
for purpose of prior art rejection in this office action, the word profile is being ignored 
from claims 1 , 14, 27, 40, 52 and 64. 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, USC code not included in this action can be 
found in the prior Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. Claims 1-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Olivier 
[U.S. Pat. No. 6480885]. 

6. Olivier was cited in the last office action. 

7. As to claim 1 , Olivier teaches the invention as claimed including: a method of 
mining human capital information, the method comprising: 

receiving user input specifying criteria of association with a dynamic target group 
by defining one or more attributes of a communication group[e.g., 202, 250, 254, Fig.2]; 
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identifying individuals of the dynamic target group by searching one or both of 
explicit and implicit data sources according to the defined attributes, wherein a scope of 
the search performed includes at least one data source other than associated with a 
defined recipient list [col.6, lines 34-53; 258, 234, Fig.2]; 

communicating with identified individuals of the dynamic target group [e.g., 238, 

Fig.2]; 

logging at least some of the communications; and analyzing the logged 
communications [col.3, lines 23-32 and 57-60; Abstract, lines 15-17]. 

8. As to claim 2, Olivier further teaches saving the defined attributes [i.e., the 
attributes forming each group must be saved otherwise the match servers of Fig.7 
would not know what to match]. 

9. As to claim 3, Olivier further teaches communicating with the identified 
individuals of the dynamic target group includes sending to the identified individuals of 
the dynamic target group an information request based on at least one of a survey and 
a questionnaire [e.g., in response to an email of Figs. 8-9]. 

10. As to claim 4, Olivier further teaches generating a report based on a result of 
analyzing the logged communications [e.g., col.3, lines 57-60; i.e., report on each 
subject as individualized archive]. 
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11. As to claim 5, Olivier further teaches accessing an enterprise planning system to 
identify individuals of the dynamic target group [e.g., Figs. 2 and 3B, wherein Fig.2 
illustrates a planning system that is canied out by a system resource of Fig.SB; see also 
the interpretation of the term "enterprise resource planning system" in paragraph 2 of 
this office action]. 

1 2. As to claim 6, Olivier further teaches sending information to a member of the 
dynamic target group triggered on an occurrence of a life or work event associated with 
a member [see the example of Fig.8]. 

1 3. As to claim 7, Olivier further teaches defining attributes includes defining 
attributes based on at least one of special knowledge area, work experience, academic 
experience, position, and work situation associated with the dynamic target group 
[col.17, lines 7-14; col.18, lines 5-17]. 

14. As to claim 8, Olivier further teaches communicating occurs over at least one of 
a computer network, wireless, the Internet, an Intranet, electronic-mail and voice-mail 
[Abstract]. 

1 5. As to claim 9, Olivier further teaches communicating includes sending to the 
identified individuals of the dynamic target group at least one of structured 
communication [e.g., 524 of Fig.9 is structured communication] wherein possible 
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responses to queries are predefined and unstructured communication wherein possible 
responses to queries are not predefined [i.e., by default reply to question at 526 of 
Fig.9 (after satisfying matching criteria) is unstructured and not predefined]. 

1 6. As to claim 1 0, Olivier further teaches that communicating includes distributing 
information to the identified individuals of the dynamic target group, and receiving 
feedback from the Identified individuals of the dynamic target group [Abstract]. 

17. As to claim 1 1 , Olivier further teaches providing an enterprise with an ability to 
make decisions based on a result of analyzing the one or more logged communications 
[col.3, lines 57-60; col. 17, lines 21-27; i.e., filtering uncorrelated material (including 
spasm) is a decision making process based on what' s in the archive]. 

18. As to claim 1 2, Olivier further teaches that searching explicit data sources 
includes searching data sources having explicitly defined attribute information [e.g., 
col.9, lines 18-29; i.e., explicit data is entered as a user's profile through registration]. 

1 9. As to claim 1 3, Olivier further teaches that searching implicit data sources 
includes searching data sources having implicitly defined attribute information [e.g., 
col. 16, lines 56-66; i.e., attributes specified in an email requiring additional processing 
are thus indirectly obtained]. 
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20. As to claims 1 4-1 8, 1 9-31 , 32-40, 44, 56 and 68, since the features of these 
claims can also be found in claims 1-5 and 6-13, they are rejected for the same reasons 
set forth in the rejection of daims 1-5 and 6-13 above. 

21 . As to claim 41 -42, Olivier further teaches generating and updating a distribution 
list of the target group at the time information is exchanged with the target group [e.g., 
col.25, lines 1-1 1 ; col.23, lines 26-50; i.e., in a chat or game setting, updating the list is 
inherently required because members come and go] 

22. As to claims 43, 45-55, 57-67 and 69-75, since the features of these claims can 
also be found in claims 14, 21 , 23, 25-27, 29, 32-33, 35-36, 38-40 and 42, they are 
rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claims 14, 21 , 23, 25-27, 29, 
32-33, 35-36, 38-40 and 42 above. 

23. Applicant's arguments filed on 1 1/21/2005 for claims 1 -75 have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

Specifically, Applicant argues in the remarks that Olivier's teaching is limited to 
searching subscribers of a mailing list, which is a defined recipient list, while Applicant's 
system allows searches to include profiles of users who have not subscribed to any 
mailing lists. 
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24. The examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's remarks. In accordance 
with at least one embodiment [see, e.g., 202, 250, 254, 258, 234 and 238 of Fig. 2], 
Olivier's formation of a dynamic target group (or message recipients) is obtained by 
performing a database search, wherein the database is formed by collecting all 
subscribers' profiles [444, Fig.5A] and the database constitutes the implicit or explicit 
data sources in the claim language. For at least the above reasons, it is submitted that 
the prior art of record reads on the claims. 

25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

26. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 

Examiner note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the contest of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen-Tai Lin whose telephone number Is (571)272-3969. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday(8:00-5:G0), 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are as 
follows: 

(703)872-9306 for official communications: and 
(571)273-3969 for status inquires draft communication. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



January 16, 2006 



Wen-Tai Lin 




